1k April 1961

MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRFCTORs

1. This memorandum is for isformation only.

2, The Wiite House has clearsd the taxt of your spesch as presented
without comment.

3. M. Francis Herron of State's Policy Plans and Cuidance Staff is in

a “quandary" on the broad issue of whether any senior official of the U. S,

governmen? should be giving speeches atiscking Commnisis at this time; there

is an internal State Department practice, stemming from Mr. Charles Dohlen,
thet senior State departmsnt officials should not be glving such speeches st
this time., There are two considerstionss (a) An injunction, stiributed to
the White House, of "civility" towsrd Russis in public speeches; and (L) State
officials themselves have so far made "no speech” on this subject in Kennedy's
administration.

L. The comments of Soviet experts in State are 2s follows:

Page 3, line 5 from the bottom of the page. The passage about the Sino-toviet
rift and the Chinese "recalcitrance” is all regarded as contra-productive.
Similarly regerded are passages on the Sino-Soviet rift on page 6, page 10,
(psrsgraph 1), and on page 19.

Page ki, line 3. *Well-intentionsd people” 1s suggeeted as alternstive to "our

friends" because the latter impliss, errcnecusly, governments rather than peoples.

Page L, last line, Instead of "our Westerm civilisation® omit "Weatern" or sub-
stitute "fres world" so as not to give offense to owr Iriends ocutside the west.
Psge 7, last paragraph and page 9, eniire page. Tihls lengthy discussion of so~
called Russisn progress for over WO years since 1917, if quoted out of context

by the Russisns later, will have us repeating NE's line, State questions, "Why

repeat HK's lins 7
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Page 1l. Statemont that Soviet nilitary strength iz *roughly equivalent to owr
om." Whether this means U,5, or allied strength, this gives the impression

that Soviet strength is really not so badj that they have only "parity" while
our U.S. position has generally bkeen to point out the sgiressive mdlitary
posture of the Soviet Union.

Fage 16. Sovist bdloc "aid.” The ward "aid” has & favarable connotation whareas
the Russians are really not givisg ald but frequently are asking In exchange
through barter areas, stc., all sammer of quid pro guoc. Some 8 countries are
naned here, including Apgentina and igypt, which might resent the i=plication
that they are being brought closer into the Soviet arbit by so-¢alled Soviet
bloe "aid.”

Page 17, last 3 lines, The statement, "Emerging countries ... mey feel that
Communism is their only clear cholce,” gives an wdesirable, negative suggestion
to the peoples of those countyles,

Page 20, line 5., "Eastern Oermany” should read "Sovist mone Cermany."

Page 25. Suggest deleting two sentances beginning &t line 7 from the botiom:
(1) "We heve not been devoting cwrselves to tearing down Communism in the
Sovist Unlon.® (2) ™Ws do not believe that this 1s their own free choicas,
but if not, they should move to reject 1t." State questions whather we
should be discussing the internal affairs of the Joviet Union.

Page 27. Passage about Suslov's rewent visit o Indis, State questions whether
Indisns will not resent owr sseming to needle them on this and asks, "Should
we not lat Indians handle this?"

5¢ One additicnal review remaips, by Mr. Behlen. Az of 6115 P,M. tenight
he was quoted as saying, "This is a foreign policy spesch,” and he will want to
take 3 look at it. Im%hmw&hymk.ﬁ.&twmw. Burriss'y

effice an this peint.
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